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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claims 1, 3-10, 11, 13-21, 23-29, 31-34 and 40-50 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. 
The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in the specification in 
such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the 
inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. Each of the independent claims has been amended to include the limitation, 
in some form, that the skin-and-foam-overlay does not include a tear seam. However as 
described throughout the specification and shown in the drawing, in all embodiments 
the foam layer 44, 144 includes a tear seam (72 or 172.) 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims, 1,3-11, 13-21, 23-29, 31-34 and 40-50 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, 
second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly 
claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. The claims continue 
to be replete with errors, especially in light of the specification. First of all, with regard to 
the absence of the tear seam in the "foam and skin layer" the scope of this limitation is 
unclear, since the specification clearly describes that the tear seam is cut partially into 
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the foam layer (see par. [0040 and 0044]). It is noted that this limitation was added in an 
attempt to overcome Yokota, which includes a tear seam in the surface (skin) although 
it is noted that Yokota does not include one in the foam, and hence meets this limitation 
at least to the same degree as the instant application (see the art rejections below for 
further discussion.) Further regarding claim 1 , this claim is unclear because it appears 
to be claiming that the decorative overlay is part of the cover, when from the 
specification it is disclosed that the decorative overlay is a separate component from 
substrate surface that is the cover. The same problem occurs in claim 1 1 (see line 3 of 
both of these claims.) This problem also occurs in claim 27. Claim 16 continues to be 
replete with errors. This claim recites that the decorative overlay is part of the substrate 
surface of the primary panel, while the specification discloses that it is a separate 
component from the substrate surface that is the primary panel. Additionally, "a 
decorative overlay" is mentioned in line 3, line 5, land line 1 1 . The redundancy of these 
recitations is confusing. The same problem holds with respect to claim 40 and the 
multiple recitation of a decorative overlay. Claim 19 recites yet another instance of "a 
decorative overlay". Claim 27, line 9 recites "a skin-and-foam" overlay, when one has 
already been recited in line 7. Claim 28 recites "a decorative overlay", and so it is not 
clear if this is a different element from the skin-and-foam overlay previously recited in 
claim 27. 

5. It is noted that for the purposes of examination, it will be assumed that what the 
applicant intends is that which is shown in the figures and described. The tear seam 
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penetrates the substrate and the foam layer, but not the top layer (skin) of the foam- 
and-skin substrate. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. As best understood, Claims 1 , 3,4, 7-1 0, 1 6-21 , 24-29, 32, 33, 34, 40-44, 47- 50 
are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yokota (US 6,406,056.) 
in view of Bauer (US 5,744,776.) Yokota teaches an inflatable airbag module including a 
primary dashboard panel having a substrate surface (26) that has an airbag module 
cover adapter that is orifice and channel (see Figure 1 .) Additionally, the air bag module 
cover (28) includes an instrument panel adapter that is a radial flange extending from 
the airbag module cover (see Figure 1 .) A face of the module cover (bottom) of flange is 
attached (by integrally molding) to the instrument panel. Regarding the tear seam 
Yokota teaches one, in substantially the same location as that disclosed by the 
applicant, on the cover, and teaches that it is molded, stamped or punched into the 
airbag module cover (see col. 3, lines 13-24.) The combination substrate surface 
includes a skin and foam overlay (22,24.) and provides a surface that is sufficiently even 
(see Figure 1 .) The instrument panel substrate subtends the substrate surface of the 
airbag cover (in the same way as disclosed by the applicant, the flange of the cover 
overlies the channel (see Figure 1 .) Yokota teaches a substrate surface (center of cover 
28), and includes a module housing with an interlock portion and cushion (see Figure 
3.)These claims are very confusing, as discussed above, because it is unclear what the 
status of the tear seam in the module cover and substrate layer includes. For the 
purposes of examination, it will be assumed that what was intended was the tear seam 
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to completely penetrate the module cover, as discussed in paragraph [0044] and shown 
in the Figures, and to potentially penetrate the foam layer, but not to penetrate the top 
skin layer. Regarding the tear seam Yokota teaches one, in substantially the same 
location as that disclosed by the applicant, on the cover, and teaches that it is molded, 
stamped or punched into the airbag module cover (see col. 3, lines 13-24.) Yokota does 
not teach that it extends through the cover, so as not to require a tear, or that it is laser 
scored, or that it does not penetrate the skin layer. Bauer, as previously discussed 
teaches such a cover, and further teaches that the depth of the seam (that is partially or 
all the way through the substrate is a matter of design choice (See Figure 9 and col. 8, 
lines 15-24) that is selected based on the level offeree required to cause rupture of the 
seam, and does necessarily include penetration of the skin layer. It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention, based on the 
teaching of Bauer, to provide a laser scored seam that extends through the foam layer 
of the substrate, but not through the top skin layer, to mitigate the chance of visibility. 
Bauer additionally teaches that this process for preweakening is highly accurate and 
efficiently integrated at low cost (see col. 3, line 25-29.) Regarding claims 40-44, and 
47-50, the method claims are inherently taught by the apparatus. 
7. As best understood, claims 5,6, 11, 13-15, 23, 31,45, 46 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Yokota (US 6,406,056.) in view of Bauer (US 
5,744,776) and further in view of Goestenkors et al. (US 5,303,951 .) Yokota in view of 
Bauer is discussed above, and fails to teach the claimed interlock connection between 
the module housing and cover. Goestenkors et al. teaches that it is known in the airbag 
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art to include the claimed connection, with interlocking fingers extending from the cover 
(see Figures 2,5, and 7.) It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art to substitute the module housing and connection of Goestenkors et al. into the 
module of Yokota in view of Bauer, since both are air bag storage housing systems, and 
the substitution of one known element fro another would have yielded the predictable 
result of a well formed connection. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ruth Man whose telephone number is 571-272-6673. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Nguyen can be reached on 571-272-6952. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Ruth Man 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3616 

/Ruth Man/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3616 



